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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED 


24, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 


EsTaBLisuep 1853, 

Capital ... : - £400,000 
Debentures a i ae ile --» £180,000 
REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 
Proposal Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Offices. 

W. OSCAR NASH, F.LA., Actuary. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY HOTELS. 


LONDON - MIDLAND GRAND - St. Pancras Station, N.W. 
( Within Shilling cab fare of Gray’ s-inn, Inns of Court, Temple Bar, 
and Law Courts, &c. ’Buses to ali parts every minute. Close to 
King’s Oross Metropolitan Railway Station. The New Venetian 
Rooms are available for Public and Private Dinners, Arbitration 





Meetings, dc.) 
LIVERPOOL - ELPHI - Close to Central (Midland) Station. 
BRADFORD - MIDLAND - Excellent Restaurant. 
LEEDS - - QUEEN’S - In Centre of Town. 
DERBY - - MIDLAND ~ For Peak of 
MORECAMBE - MIDLAND - Tennis Lawn to 


Seashore. 
Tariffs on Application. Telegraphic Address “* Midotel.” 
WILLIAM TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 











LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURF. 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 








TOTAL ASSETS, £3,000,000. INCOME, £355,000. 
The Yearly New Business exceeds ONE MILLION. 
Assurances in force, TEN MILLIONS. 


TRUSTEES. 
The Right Hon. Lord HALSBURY (Lord Chancellor of England). 
The Hon. Mr. Justice KEKEWICH. 
The Right Hon. Sir JAMES PARKER DEANE, Q.C., D.C.L. 
RICHARD PENNINGTON, Esq. 
WILLIAM WILLIAMS, Esq. 
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*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL. 





CURRENT TOPICS. 

Ir 1s unpDERSToopD that Mr. Justice Cours will undertake the 
hearing of commercial causes during the ensuing Michaelmas 
Sittings, and that his place on the Northern Circuit will be 
supplied by another judge. 





Mr. Juszice Cnrrry completed his vacation work on Thurs- 
day last, when he finished a heavy list of thirty-five cases, in 
addition to thirty-six applications to make absolute decrees nisi 
in divorce cases. Mr. Justice Cave now takes up the vacation 
business, and, as will be seen from the notice which we print 
elsewhere, he will sit in the Queen’s Bench Chambers on 
Tuesday only in each week, instead of on Tuesday and 
Thursday. 





WE GREATLY regret to announce the death of Mr. Arrnur 
Joun Woop, late of Hare Court, Temple, at the age of 75. Mr. 
Woop, who had been over forty years a member of the bar, was 
chiefly known for his great services in the revision of the 
statute law. He was joint to the Register of Statutes 
Commission of 1862, and when the Statute Law Revision Com- 
mission was appointed he was made secretary. He edited at 
least one volume of the Revised Statutes, and his ability and 
untiring industry were of inestimable service in the great work 


‘which was accomplished by the Commission. Mr. Woop was, 


during many years, an occasional contributor to this journal, 
giving our readers the benefit of his unrivalled knowledge of 
statute law, and pointing out, from time to time, defects in the 
hasty legislation of recent years. 





WE print elsewhere a new rule which has been made with 
reference to payment into court under the Life Assurance Com- 
ies (Payment into Court) Act, 1896. The Rules of the 
upreme Court, which we printed recently (ante, p. 683), and 
which - meant to ate ony procedure — the Act, 
uire that an assurance com iring to ea 
into court shall file an afhdavit lait & that which i led 
upon a payment into court under the Trustee Act. The R. 8. 0. 
relating to proceedings under this latter Act are contained in 
Order 545. From a reference in the rule now printed we gather 
that the new R. S.C. relating to ings under the Life 
Assnrance Companies Act are to be known as Order 54c. The 
new rule is to be reckoned as rule 4la of the Supreme Court 
Funds Rules, 1894, and it continues the analogy between pro- 
ceedings under the Trustee Act and under the recent Act by 
requiring a lodgment schedule to be annexed to the affidavit. 
It also deals with the ation by the paymaster of notices 
of claims transmitted by the assurance company after 
into court. The new rule is certified as urgent, and is 
already in operation. 





Wuar nas been for a long time recognized as a defect in our 
criminal law has at last been removed by the Larceny Act, 
1896, Until this Act was passed, an Englishman might with 
impunity have carried on in London the business of a receiver 
of stolen goods, provided he were careful to deal only in goods 
stolen in foreign countries. This state of things was 
creditable to our law, and it was full time that a 
be made. The new Act provides that “if any person without 
lawful excuse receives or has in his possession any property 
stolen outside the United Kingdom, knowing such propery 
have been stolen,” he shall be guilty of an offence liable 
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to punishment not exceeding seven years’ penal servitude. 
‘‘ Property stolen” is to include property obtained by any act 
which, if committed in the United Kingdom, would be an 
indictable offence, and the receiving is to be a felony or a mis- 
demeanour, according as that act would be a felony or a mis- 
demeanour if it were committed here. 





WE sTATED in our issue of the 29th ult. that the task of the 
committee which has been so long engaged on the work of 
revising the Rules of the Supreme Court has been practically 
completed, and we expressed a hope that the new rules might 
come into operation with the new year. We are disposed 
to think that we may have been misled by our anxiety to 
know the result of the protracted labours of the committee 
into taking too sanguine a view, and it is as well that our 
readers should be prepared for still further delays. The 
matter is one of so much general importance that it is 
worth while to consider it a little more in detail. We have 
on several occasions referred to the serious character of the 
work which has been occupying the attention of the committee 
for so long. Indeed it is difficult to imagine a more delicate 
task than that which they have undertaken. It is nothing less 
than moulding into shape the whole of the procedure of our 
courts, getting rid of anachronisms, inconsistencies, and 
absurdities which exist in the present code, and making improve- 
ments in practice which are suggested by official experience or 
by the light of judicial decisions. That the eminent judges who 
have undertaken this laborious task will have brought to bear 
upon it the most laborious and conscientious industry and zeal 
nobody will doubt, and they have had at their back very able 
assistance, though the official element might well have been 
invoked to their councils at an earlier date. In considering, 
however, the question which immediately concerns us—viz., 
when the new code is likely to come into operation, it must 
not be forgotten that the Committee of Revision, however able 
and however laborious, is after all not the Rule Committee, and 
that the new rules, when they appear, must be issued under the 
authority of that body. If it has taken eighteen months 
or so (we believe that we are not overstating the case) for the 
committee to complete their labours, it cannot be expected that 
the result will be accepted by the authority on whom the duty 
devolves of considering it, without grave and serious delibera- 
tion. We cannot suppose that the Rule Committee will 
deem it consistent with their high position merely to accept 
en bloc the report of their brethren, the revisers. The reforms 
and changes suggested will, we doubt not, receive the most 
anxious and careful consideration before the members of the 
Rule Committee give the weight of their authority to them. If 
we are right in this view, the task before the Rule Committee is 
no light one; it is one which may require their serious attention 
for many weeks. 





But, be the deliberations of the Rule Committee long or short, 
or perfunctory, there remains behind a larger force 

which has still to be reckoned with. As our readers are aware, 
by virtue of the Rules Publication Act, 1893, before the new 
rules can come into operation, forty days’ notice will have to be 
given of the proposal to make them, and copies of the proposed 
rules can then be obtained by any public body interested, when 
——- or suggestions will have to be considered by the 
making authority before finally settling the rules. Here, 
then, will be the opportunity for public professional opinion to 
make itself heard. The less deliberation the Rule Committee 
think it necessary to give to the proposed code, the greater the 
need for the organs through which the profession speaks (the 
Bar Committee and the Council of the Incorporated Law Society) 
to use the utmost vigilance in the shape of scrutiny and criticism. 
There are considerations which may well give pause to the body 
of judges before they too rashly accept the conclusions of their 
brethren of the Committee of Revision. After all, the necessity 
for haste in this matter is not so great that we cannot afford to 
wait a little longer. Time which is spent in weighing and 
considering the probable results of suggested changes in existing 
procedure is not time wasted. The greater the opportunities 





which are given for the objections of competent and well 
instructed critics to receive full consideration, the greater the 
probability that we shall in the result find ourselves furnished 
with a thoroughly serviceable code of procedure. If indeed that 
should prove to be the welcome result, we shall not lament if we 
have to wait for it until after the Long Vacation of 1897, and 
we are by no means sure that that would not be a better date for 
the commencement of the new régime than an earlier period of 
next year. In this, as in other matters, Festina lente should be 
our motto. 





France refused to surrender Tynan in 1883 on the ground 
that his offence was of a political character, and under the pro- 
tection of the same plea he has lived safely in the United States 
ever since. The Extradition Act, 1870, provides that “a 
fugitive criminal shall not be surrendered if the offence in 
respect of which his surrender is demanded is one of a political 
character’’ (section 3(1)). Article 5, also, of the Extradition 
Treaty of 1878 between France and Great Britain, contains a 
similar provision, and we are not aware of any subsequent 
modification of such provision. The courts of the country asked 
to surrender a fugitive must, of course, determine whether an 
offence is, or is not, of a political character. It remains to be 
seen whether the French Courts will still hold that the Phoonix 
Park murders come under this description. In two cases within 
the last few years our own courts have considered the meaning 
of the words “ political character.” In Re Castioni (39 W. R. 
202; 1891, 1 Q. B. 149) the court unanimously adopted Sir Jas. 
SrEPHEn’s opinion that the words mean “ that fugitive criminals 
are not to be surrendered for extradition crimes if those crimes 
were incidental to and formed a part of political disturbances.” 
This was a case in which there actually existed a state of war ina 
Canton of Switzerland at the time when the offence was commit- 
ted, and the offence was committed in the course of open fighting. 
CasTIon1 was not surrendered. In Re Meunier (42 W. R. 637 ; 1894, 
2 Q. B. 415), however, the circumstances were very different. 
The prisoner in this case was an Anarchist guilty of an outrage 
by dynamite. Cave, J., said: ‘‘It appears to me that, in order 
to constitute an offence of a political character, there must be 
two or more parties in the State, each seeking to impose the 
Government of their own choice on the other, and that, if the 
offence is committed by one side or the other in pursuance of 
that object, it is a political offence, otherwise not. In the 
present case there are not two parties in the State, each seeking 
to impose the Government of their own choice on the other; for 
the party with whom the accused is identified by the evidence 
and by his own voluntary statement—namely, the party of 
Anarchy—is the enemy of all Governments. ‘Their efforts are 
directed primarily against the general body of citizens.”’ It is 
to be hoped that the French courts will take the same view of 
Tywan’s crime as our judges did in MJeunier’s case, and that as 
we surrendered the Anarchist to France so France will surrender 
the Fenian to us. It is time that the Governments of all 
civilized countries recognized that Fenians and Anarchists 
are of one species, and should refuse to harbour anyone guilty 
of following their methods on the grounds that his offence 
is political. If France should consent to surrender Tynan 
for some offence committed recently, and not for the crime 
of 1883, he cannot be tried for the latter offence, since Article 4 
of the Treaty provides that ‘‘a person surrendered shall not be 
tried for any crime or offence committed in the other country 
before the extradition other than the crime for which his 
surrender has been granted.” Again, if the French authorities 
consider that his recent conduct has amounted to an offence 
against the law of France and elect to prosecute him therefor, 
his surrender may be deferred (under the provisions of Article 
13) until he has served his punishment for that offence. 





Ir was been suggested that some difficulty may arise with 
respect to the extradition of Tynan by reason of his having 
become a naturalized American citizen. The French authorities 
will not, it is said, grant at the instance of the British Govern- 
ment the extradition of the subject of a third State. We cannot, 
of course, tell what view of this question may be taken in France, 
but it seems from the case of Reg. v. Ganz (9 Q,.B. D. 93) that 


eethtmwe © 6 6 HM S&S Mem eA ke me A Ait mM OH Oe OM. Of he Le om Ole beet bet he lk et oes ee ll sts 








Q.6 ste Be ao tO ew "OB a oe oct ct He 














Sept. 19, 1896, 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 





(Vol. 40.} 767 








no such impediment would be recognized in this country. Ganz 
was arrested under an extradition warrant, and committed to 
prison with a view to his extradition in respect of a crime 
alleged to have been committed in the Netherlands. A writ of 
habeas corpus was applied for, one of the grounds being that the 
prisoner was a naturalized subject of the United States, and so 
not liable to be extradited at the instance of the Government of 
the Netherlands, but the application was refused both upon 
general principle and upon the terms of the treaty between this 
country and the Netherlands. However a man’s civil rights 
may be affected by his domicile, it is perfectly clear, said 
Poxtock, B., by the law of all nations that every person who is 
within the jurisdiction of a country where he commits a crime 
is subject to that jurisdiction, and hence wherever he is found 
he ought to be brought back to the same jurisdiction. And this 
view was borne out by the terms of the treaty with the Nether- 
lands made in 1874. By Art. 1 the contracting parties bound 
themselves to deliver up to each other “reciprocally any per- 
sons who, being accused or convicted of the crimes hereinafter 
specified, committed within the jurisdiction of the requiring 
party, should be found within the territories of the other party.” 
The generality of the words ‘‘any persons” are qualified in 
Art. 3, by excluding subjects of the Government to which the 
request is made, but the fact of this exception being specified 
makes it additionally clear that the persons liable to be extra- 
dited are not confined to subjects of the State requiring extradi- 
tion. The treaty of 1876 between this country and France 
contains similar provisions. By Art. 1 the contracting parties 
engage to deliver up to each other those persons who are being 
proceeded against for a crime committed in the territory of the 
one party, and who shall be found within the territory of the 
other party, but Art. 2 excepts native-born or naturalized 
subjects of either country. As under the Dutch treaty, there- 
fore, there is no ground for excluding the subjects of a third 
State ; they are included under the general provision of Art. 1, 
and they are not saved by any exception. It is to be noticed, 
indeed, that the Dutch treaty has a clause expressly including 
under “‘ subjects ” of the contracting parties such foreigners as 
are ‘‘ assimilated to subjects,” and it was considered in Ganz’s 
case that persons who committed a crime within a particular 
territory were, for all purposes connected with the crime, to be 
regarded as assimilated to subjects. The treaty with France 
contains no corresponding provision, and hence Ganz’s case 
cannot, perhaps, be treated as conclusive. But even in the 
absence of this provision the terms of the treaty, taken in 
conjunction with the general principle above referred to, seem 
to be quite sufficient to justify Tynan’s extradition. It should 
be observed, however, that Sir Epwarp OxarkE in his work on 
Extradition (3rd ed., p. 224) takes a different view, and urges 
that, whatever be the terms of the treaty between two States, 
the surrender of the subject of a third State cannot upon any 
sound principle be justified unless such third State consents or 
acquiesces. 





Tue Buretary Act, 1896, a very short Act which has 
recently become law, allows the crime of burglary henceforth 
to be tried at quarter sessions. A large number of rather 
trumpery cases of burglary are tried at the assizes. These 
are cases in which houses are entered by persons who 
intend to steal, but who are not armed or guilty of any 
personal violence. As, however, the offence is committed by 
night, it amounts technically to burglary. For example, a 
case was tried lately at assizes in which it was proved that a 
hungry navvy on the tramp opened the window of the larder of 
a public-house in the early morning and stole some food and 
drink. This case was necessarily tried at the assizes. The 
object of this Act is evidently to relieve the assizes of such 
trifling cases. Oommittal to assizes is, however, still to be the 
general rule, for the Act provides that “a justice of the peace 
when committing for trial a person charged with burglary shall, 
nevertheless, commit him for trial before a court of assize, 
unless, owing to the absence of any circumstances which make 
the case a grave or difficult one, he thinks it expedient, in the 
interests of justice, to commit him for trial before a court of 
quarter sessions.” It might be better if the Act were more 


definite, and provided that a court of quarter sessions should 





have jurisdiction only where the accused was not alleged to 
have been armed, or to have used violence, or to have been 
previously convicted of burglary. As the law stands it is 
practically left to the discretion of the committing justice 
whether or not the case is a grave or difficult one, and whether 
the accused shall be sent for trial to assizes or quarter sessions. 
If he is sent to quarter sessions, and that court differs from the 
committing magistrate as to the gravity of the case, he may be 
sentenced to penal servitude for any period up to life. This isa 
wide power to give to an unprofessional chairman of quarter 
sessions. As it is notorious that a prisoner probably receives a 
heavier sentence when tried at quarter sessions than he would 
have received if he had been tried on the same at assizes, 
the paltry house thief will probably be the last to feel any 
benefit from this Act. 





In comMEnTING, a few weeks ago, on Sir Epwarp Fry’s 
remarks as to commissions, we referred to the objection raised 
by an evening journal to solicitors sharing with stockbrokers 
the commission on sale of stocks and shares. We print else- 
where a letter from a well-known firm of solicitors condemnatory 
of the practice, and asking for information as to how far it is 
prevalent. Our impression is that the practice is very general, 
and, in spite of our respect for our correspondents’ opinion, and 
the opinion to the like effect of other members of the profession, 
we confess we are at present unable to see any harm init. As 
we said ia the observations to which our correspondents refer, 
the result of the practice is neither to increase the stockbroker’s 
commission at the expense of the client nor to deprive the client 
of the benefit of such commission. If the solicitor refuses to 
receive the share of the stockbroker’s commission, the client has 
to pay the full commission. Moreover, as the practice is 
adopted by all stockbrokers, it has no tendency to induce the 
solicitor to employ one rather than another. We are, however, 
quite open to conviction in case it can be shewn that any evil 
results, or is likely to result, from the practice. There is one 
point connected with the matter on which we should be glad to 
have information—namely, whether, in any case actually tried, 
a solicitor who employed a stockbroker on the footing of sharing 
commission has been held liable to the client for the stuck- 
broker’s default ? 








THE DISBURSEMENTS QUESTION. 


Tnx result of the discussion which has taken place in our 
columns on the subject of solicitors’ disbursements has been to 
shew that the profession, both in town and country, are in 
accord with the views we expressed in our issue of the 8th of 
August. We said that it was impossible for a solicitor to justify 
the making of gain out of the duplication of travelling expenses 
and other disbursements; and, to our great surprise, we im- 
mediately received from a member of a firm of country solicitors 
of high standing a letter combating that view, and stating that 
it was opposed to “the almost invariable practice of country 
solicitors.” Thereupon we invited information as to the 
practice, and we have had no reason to complain of an inade- 
quate response to our invitation. We have printed communica- 
tions from both London and country solicitors, representing all 
classes of the profession, from the most important firms of 
country solicitors to less known practitioners. They are unani- 
mous in repudiating with indignation the allegation of our 
original correspondent as to the practice of country solicitors. 
Not a single letter has been received by us (save from our 
original correspondent) in support of such allegation or in favour 
of the practice all . 

None of the writers, however, except the esteemed correspon- 
dent whose letter we print this week, have noticed that, whether 
the practice existed or not, it can no longer be continued. In 
our “oer of the judgment in Coak’s case (ante, p. 717), taken 
from the shorthand notes, the following ocours: ‘The 
final charge is: ‘That the respondent, who had 
occasion to make numerous journeys to London and elsewhere 
in connection with the bankruptcy and administration, fraudu- 
lently charged and obtained payment more than once for the 
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same journey, and in many cases fraudulently charged and 
obtained payment more than once for the disbursements in con- 
nection with such journeys.’ . . . To put it shortly, it means 
this—that employed by, say, four different clients to transact some 
business for each of them in London, he charged to each of them a 
railway fare, that is to say, four railway fares, four other incidental 
expenses, including hotel bills, in addition to charging to each of them 
the proper or professional charge for the services which he in fact 
rendered ; and the extraordinary part of this story is that the 
respondent, when called upon to explain, said that it had always 
been his practice if he had come up to London for two or three 
clients on different matters not to give his clients the benefit of his 
journey expenses, and he admitted these duplicate charges for 

were wrong and could not be justified. Can it be 
wondered that the committee upon this statement and upon 
these admissions arrived at this grave conclusion, that the re- 
spondent fraudulently charged and obtained money more than 
once, and often several times over, for the railway fare and 
other disbursements in connection with the same journey, and 
that this part of the charge is proved ?” 

It will be observed that the language of the Lord Chief 
Justice is perfectly general, and is expressly pointed at the 
duplication of charges against different clients. A corre- 
spondent, who has excellent means of knowledge on the 
subject, tells us that in Coax’s case the journeys, and 
disbursements incidental thereto, were duplicated against the 
same estate or client, as well as against other parties; and that 
the Statutory Committee did not take into account the duplica- 
tion against other parties, the charge being confined to the 
duplications and triplications of expenses against the same 
estate. Possibly the Lord Chief Justice purposely dwelt on the 
duplication against several clients ; but it would appear that he 
was hardly correct in stating the grounds on which the Statu- 
tory Committee based its decision. The judgment, however, 
is a ific condemnation of the practice of duplication against 
several clients. 

We regard with great satisfaction the result of the discussion 
which has taken place. It shews that the profession are 
thoroughly sound on the question. The sensitiveness of corre- 
spondents at the imputation cast on their integrity has indeed 
been @ source of some embarrassment to the editor; their 
indignation leading them, in some cases, into unparliamentary 
references to our highly respectable original correspondent. 
We cannot help thinking that he must have been labouring 
under a misapprehension, which he will be the first to correct 
in the future. 








CRIMINAL CAUSE OR MATTER: JUDICATURE ACT, 
1873, 8. 47. 

Tue case of Seaman v. Burley in the Court of Appeal (ante, p. 

684), adds another to the long list of decisions as to the inter- 
to be given to the words “ criminal cause or matter” 

in section 47 of the Judicature Act, 1873, which enacts that in 

ceases falling within that description no appeal shall lie from 

any judgment of the High Court. 

There are many cases which clearly fall within the words. 
If the word “criminal” be taken in its primary meaning of 
“relating to a crime,” it is obvious that any decision of the 
High Court as to whether or not a crime has been committed, 
or that certain procedure shall be observed upon the trial of a 

, with a crime, is final, and cannot be interfered 
with by the Court of Appeal. It is not surprising, therefore, 
‘that the Court of Aumeth hes voles to qetnaan 
from decisions of the Queen’s Bench Division dis- 
ing a rule for a certiorari to bring ip, for the purpose of 
q it, a summary conviction by justices (Reg. v. Fletcher, 
. D. 43), or refusing to grant a certiorari for the removal 
Sccdeneh ee. to oagnaad (Pes. v. Rudge, 16 Q. B. D, 459), 

eon isi t to be impugned does not affect 
actual trial of an seuee 


eel 


there is no 


Ex parte Woothall (20 Q. B. D, 835) that “ the clause applies to ; 





the t f and has nothing to do | 
with his guilt or innocence, if it is given in a matter which is 
it is well settled that section 47 applies and | 
- It was laid down by Lord Esuzn, M.R., in | there is no ra 


a decision by way of judicial determination of any question 
raised in or with regard to proceedings the subject-matter of 
which is criminal at whatever stage of the proceedings the ques- 
tion arises.” That case was one of a refusal by a Divisional 
Court to grant an order nisi for habeas corpus on behalf of a 
person who had been committed to prison under the Extradition 
Act. Amongst other cases in which the right to appeal has 
been negatived, although neither the commission of a crime 
was in question nor the mode of trial of the accused, may be 
mentioned Reg. v. Steel (2 Q. B. D. 37), where the question was 
as to the taxation of the costs of the trial of a criminal libel, 
and Reg. v. Justices of the Central Crimmal Court (18 Q. B. D. 
314), where the Queen’s Bench Division had discharged a rule 
for a certiorari to bring up and quash an order made upon the 
conviction of a thief for the restitution of the stolen property. 

In two cases relating to corrupt or illegal practices at elec- 
tions it seems at first sight that the Court of Appeal have 
departed from the wide rule laid down in Ex parte Woodhall. 
Reg. v. Holt (7 Q. B. D. 575) was a case in which it was sought 
to reverse the decision of the Divisional Court discharging a 
rule for a mandamus to election commissioners to grant a certi- 
ficate to a witness under the Corrupt Practices Act, 1863, which 
certificate would have the effect of protecting him from criminal 
proceedings for bribery: in Ex parte Walkers (22 Q. B. D. 384) 
the Divisional Court had refused to make an order under the 
Municipal Elections Act, 1884, s. 20, exempting a candidate 
from penalties. In each of these cases an appeal was enter- 
tained by the Court of Appeal, but in neither is any reason 
given, although the point that it was a criminal matter under 
section 47 of the Judicature Act, 1873, was raised. But it is to 
be observed that in these cases no criminal proceedings had in 
fact been taken, and the decisions appealed from related to the 
protection or exemption of persons from the consequences of 
their acts, which consequences might take the form of criminal 
proceedings; the decisions themselves were not made in a 
criminal matter, for no such matter was in existence. They do 
not therefore conflict with the rule established by Zr parte 
Woodhall—that an appeal will not lie to the Court of Appeal 
from any decision in a criminal matter at any stage of the pro- 
ceedings. 

But the more serious difficulty which has often arisen upon 
the section is whether a particular case is or is not a criminal 
cause or matter. This difficulty has been most frequently felt 
in cases in proceedings to recover penalties. In Jellor v. 
Denham (5 Q. B. D. 467) it was held by Bramwetr, LJ. 
(Baceattay and Tuesicer, L.JJ., concurring), that an appeal 
would not lie from the decision of the High Court on a case 
stated by justices as to an information for contravening a bye- 
law made under the Elementary Education Act, 1870. The 
matter, said Lord Justice BramweE tt, “is disobedience to bye- 
laws which are enforceable as part of the law of the land, and 
a person guilty of disobedience to them is liable to a penalty. 
This is sufficient to constitute a criminal matter, and we have no 
jurisdiction to hear this appeal.” This case was followed in 
Reg. ¥. Whitchurch (7 Q. B. D. 534), where an order of justices 
under the Public Health Act, 1875, to fill up an ashpit was 
treated as a criminal matter. Bramwett, L.J., there states that 
he has not a confident opinion about that or the former case ; 
but Brerr, L.J., in dealing with an attempt to distinguish that 
case from Mellor v. Denham, says: ‘‘ It is alleged that the power 
to impose a penalty does not turn the wrongful act into a crime 
because an alternative remedy is given—namely, an order to 
abate or prohibiting the recurrence ; but I cannot think that an 
alternative remedy alters the nature of the offence.” Similar 
decisions were given in Hr parte Schofield (1891, 2 Q. B. 428), 
also a case of an order for the abatement of a nuisance; ey. v. 
Young (66 L. T. 16), a case under the Weights and Measures 
Acts; and Payne v. Wright (66 L, T. 148), an appeal from the 
decision of the High Oourt on a case stated under the Metro- 
politan Building Act, 1855. 

The principle to be deduced from these cases would seem to 
be that where disobedience to an Act of Parliament cr bye-laws 
made under statutory powers involves a liability to a penalty 
inflicted by way of _——- the matter is criminal, and 

Loughborough Highway Board v, Curzon (17 


Q, B. D. 444) is not a decision to the contrary, for there the 
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order of justices that a highway was out of repair, and that the 
ataiey benell was liable to ~ a it, was not enforceable by 
fine or imprisonment. - 

In the recent case of Seaman v. Burley (ante, p. 684) the 
appellant had made default in payment of a poor rate, and the 
justices ordered that a distress warrant should issue, but stated a 
ease for the opinion of the High Court. It was sought to 
appeal against the decision of the Divisional Court affirming the 
order of the justices, but the Court of Appeal (Lord Esxer, 
M.R., and Kay and A. L. Samra, L.JJ.) held that they had no 
jurisdiction, on the ground, apparently, that proceedings to 
enforce payment of a poor rate were proceedings in a criminal 
cause or matter, inasmuch as they might end in the imprison- 
ment of the defaulter. This decision appears to go beyond the 
principle of the cases which have been already adverted to, and 
there does not seem to be any sufficient reason for regarding 
proceedings to recover a poor rate as a criminal matter within 
section 47 of the Judicature Act, 1873. It was held in Re 
Wetherell (19 Li. J. M. O. 115) that arrears of poor rate due from 
a bankrupt are a civil debt provable in fer ip i and barred 
by the certificate of discharge ; and a similar decision was come 
to as to a balance of poor rate due from a bankrupt overseer, 
although payment of such balance is enforceable by distress : 
Reg. v. Master (L. R. 4 Q. B. 285). 

There is a tendency to regard all orders of justices as of a 
criminal nature, but a disctinction must be drawn between their 
criminal and civil jurisdiction. The mere fact that imprison- 
ment may follow disobedience to an order does not e the 
proceedings criminal ; otherwise it would seem to follow that all 
proceedings for the recovery of a debt would fall within section 
47, because the Debtors Act, 1869, would permit of the enforce- 
ment of the payment of the debt by imprisonment in certain 
events. A distinction has been taken in several cases of attach- 
ment between attachment to enforce obedience to orders made 
in civil actions and attachment in respect of criminal matters : 
see Reg. v. Barnardo (23 Q. B. D. 305); O'Shea v. O’ Shea (15 
P. D. 59). And in Attorney-General v. Bradlaugh (14 Q. B. D. 
667), which was an action for penalties for voting as a 
member of the House of Commons without taking the oath, 
it was held that the proceeding was a civil one, and did 
not fall within section 47. In so holding the present Master 
of the Rolls (who has been a party to most of the cases 
relating to section 47) expressed a view as to the scope and 
effect of that section which seems to have been lost sight of 
in some of the decisions to which we have referred. He says 
that when the Judicature Act was passed “‘ there were proceed- 
ings by indictments, there were criminal informations filed by 
the Queen’s Coroner or by the Attorney-General, and there were 
criminal proceedings before magistrates. It seems to me that 
the Judicature Act recognized these divisions, and intended that 
those which were clearly criminal proceedings, and were 
always recognized as criminal proceedings—those which I 
have enumerated—should not be brought Totes the Court of 
Appeal, but that all others should.” this interpretation of 
the section is to hold good, it is difficult to see how such 
nape eae.. 4 as those in Seaman v. Burley can be considered to 

¢ criminal within the meaning of the Act, even if proceedings 
for penalties under the Public Health and other similar Acts 
are to be so considered. The decisions on section 47 cannot be 
regarded as wholly consistent or satisfactory, and some authori- 
tative definition of what is a criminal cause or matter within that 
section is eminently desirable. 


The following are the arrangements made by the ju of the Queen’s 
Bench Division for transacting the business of that division during the 
ensuing Michaelmas sittings—viz., The Lord Chief Justice, Pollock, B., 
Sir Henry Hawkins, and Grantham, Charles, Wright, and Kennedy, JJ., 
are on the rota to sit in Banc ; while Cave, Day, Wills, Lawrance, Collins, 
and Bruce, JJ., are the judges selected to try actions. Mr. Justice 
Vaughan Williams will take companies winding-up cases and bankruptcy 
business during the sittings, but im the event at any time of these cases 
not being ready he will bd actions. Mr. Justice Mathew has been ap- 
pointed to attend at Judges’ Chambers, but, as he will be absent on 
circuit during the early part of the sittings, his place will be taken by 
Mr. Justice Day fora time. ‘The above arrangements will, however, have 
to be modified from time to time as the various assize judges leave town 
for their respective circuits. 








REVIEWS. 
COUNTY COURT EQUITY PRACTICE. 


THE PRINCIPLES OF EQUITY AND THE EQUITY PRACTICE OF THE 
County CovuRT; FOR THE USE OF PRACTITIONERS IN THE CHAN- 
CERY Drvision OF THE HiGH CouRT OF JUSTICE AND IN THE 
County Court. WITH PRECEDENTS AND ForMS OF PARTICULARS 
or CLAIM, NoTIcEs oF MoTION, AFFIDAVITS, JUDGMENTS, ORDERS, 
AND OTHER PRocEEDINGS. By ANDREW THOMPSON, B.A., LL.D., 
Barrister-at-Law, formerly Lecturer and Reader on Equity to the 
Incorporated Law Society, and afterwards Professor of Equity to 
the Inns of Court. William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


Primarily this work was intended for use in county court practice, 
but the principles which it expounds have an operation beyond the 
county courts, and the bulk of the book more. omy to the 
practitioner in the Chancery Division of the High Court. county 
courts we apprehend that it will be found of great service. Al 
there is a value limit of £500, yet the matters which come within 
jurisdiction of these courts cover almost the whole und of equity 
practice, and every judge and registrar may have as difficult and diverse 
points to deal with as a judge and registrar of the Chancery Division. 
But this is only one part of the work of the courts. The officials must 
have an equally intimate acquaintance with common law, and ordi- 
narily also with bankruptcy and winding up, while frequently there 
is admiralty work as . With all this array of matters to be dealt 
with it is essential that there should be good tools to work with in 
the shape of practice books, and Dr. Thompson’s work admirably 
supplies this want so far as equity is concerned. In Part I. he deals 
with the equity jurisdiction and practice of the county court gene- 
rally. In Part II., which occupies the portion of the book, 
he takes up the principles of equity and the practice of the county 
court in relation to particular actions and matters. In this Part the 
practitioner in the High Court—and, indeed, lawyers generally—will 
find a very full and irable statement of the law relating to such 
important matters as administration, the execution of trusts, Mmort- 
gages, specific performance, and other subjects usually dealt with in 
the Chancery Division, while at the end of each chapter there are to 
be found county court precedents of particulars of claim, orders, &c., 
which will greatly facilitate the conduct of actions and other pro- 
ceedings on the equity side of the county courts. The idea has Seen 
happily conceived and successfully carried into execution, and Dr. 
Thompson has spared no pains to make both the references to 
authorities and the precedents complete. The work has obviously 
involved great labour and research, and we have little doubt that it 
will ily be recognized as a standard work. 
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The Tithe Acts and the Rules under the Tithe Act, 1891 ; together 
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ences, and an Introduction containing a Treatise on the Recovery 
of Tithe Rent-C Sixth Edition. By Gsorer PEwEERToN 
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Government Board made thereunder. With full Explanatory Notes, 
an Introduction, and an Appendix. Second Edition. By WALTER 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 


EXEMPTION UNDER SECTION 21 (5) OF THE FINANCE 
ACT, 1894. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—The Finance Act of 1894 treated with almost unsparing 
severity property which returns to the disponer himself, and that 
merely uuder his own disposition, upon a death after the commence- 
ment of the Act. 

The apparent iniquity of this is somewhat redressed in cases arising 
since the commencement of the Act of this year. It has been recog- 
nized, indeed, that it is too harsh, and outside the line of any proper 
death duty, to tax as if it were derived from another that which is 
one’s own, and which, having temporarily alienated and as it were 
lent for a time, he has received back under his own disposition. 

It might, therefore, be expected that such claims under the Finance 
Act of 1894 would be construed in a liberal spirit, and full effect given 
to such exemptions as the Act contains; but the method of interpre- 
tation sometimes adopted appears rather to be directed to the undue 
restriction of the relief which the precise language of the Act 
apparently authorizes. 

Some of your readers may be concerned in cases to which section 
21 (5) is applicable, which reads as follows :— 

“* Where a husband or wife is entitled, either solely or jointly with 
the other, to the income of any property settled by the other under a 
disposition which has taken effect before the commencement of this 
part of this Act, and on his or her death the survivor becomes entitled 
to the income of the property settled by such survivor, estate duty 
shall not be payable in respect of that property until the death of the 
survivor.” 

This sub-section is now interpreted as if the word “‘ only” occurred 
after the word “income” in the connection ‘‘ income of the property 
settled by such survivor”; but the conditions specified as necessary 
for claiming this exemption are these :— 

Ist. That the deceased tcok for life under a disposition which took 
effect before the date of the Act. 

2nd. That upon his death the surviving spouse became entitled to 
the income of the property. 

3rd. That the surviving spouse was the settlor. 

_The enactment does not prescribe that the survivor should take a 

life estate and no more, and the fact that a power of appointment is 

superadded to the life estate in the settlement cannot disentitle the 

ag em to alife estate to claim the exemption which is speci- 
y in favour of a person entitled to a life estate. 

There is no authority for reading the sub-section as if the word 
“only” were added to the word “income”; it must be construed 


It was no more by an accident that the word ‘‘only” was not added 
to the word “income ” in this sub-section to qualify the meaning and 
limit the exemption than that the word “only” was inserted as 
necessary in section 5 (1) (a) dealing with the conditions under which 
settlement estate duty is to be paid, and limiting the exemption, if 
the life interest of a wife orhusband is not the only life interest 
under the settlement. 

It will be observed that no duty can now be raised out of the corpus 
of the fund without reducing the income for life of the surviving 
spouse, which it was the peculiar care of the Legislature in this sub- 
section to provide against at all events, and therefore the surviving 
spouse cannot be excluded from the benefit of the exemption without 
contravening the language and purpose of the Act. 

SORUTATOR. 





SHARING STOCKBROKERS’ COMMISSIONS. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 

Sir,—Referring to the correspondence in your columns relating to 
disbursements and to your remarks in your issue of the Ist of August, 
1896, we shall be glad to know how far the practice you refor to of 
solicitors sharing stockbrokers’ commissions is universal. You were 
careful to say that the practice is adopted by all stockbrokers, and 
you seem partially to justify solicitors benefiting by it. mn 

It seems to us it is only a degree better than the ‘‘ Country Solici- 
tor’s” practice, whose action has been so severely and justifiably 
denounced. We had hoped that others would have questioned your 
semi-apology for the practice. yee 

We feel perfectly sure that if a client were to sue his solicitor for the 
commission he had received, the solicitor would not dare to allow the 
matter to come into court. City Soxicrrors. 

London. 


[See observations under the head of “‘ Current Topics.” —Eb, S.J.] 





DISBURSEMENTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Under this head you have a correspondence. Very properly, 
the writers strongly condemn the practice which a ‘‘ Country Solici- 
tor” recently in your columns had the boldness (to use a very mild 
term) to attempt to justify. If he continues his practice in that 
direction he may at no distant date be made to ‘sit up”’ by the 
Lord Chief Justice, as was a formerly eminent gentleman hailing 
from an eastern county very lately, and one of the Lord Chief 
Justice’s findings was on the very practice that ‘‘ Country Solicitor ” 
supports. 

There can be no difference of opinion on this matter as between 
London and Country Solicitors. All respectable men (town or 
country) must think alike on the subject. 

ConsTANT SUBSCRIBER. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
RULE 41a OF SUPREME COURT FUNDS RULES, 1896. 


414. Payment into court under Life Assurance Companies (Payment 
into Court) Act, 1896.] Where a company desires to lodge money in 
court under the Life Assurance Companies (Payment into Court) Act, 
1896, there shall be annexed to the affidavit directed to be made by 
Order LIV., C., rule 1, of the Rules of the Supreme Court or any 
substituted rule, a lodgment schedule stating the title and address of 
the company, the amount of the money proposed to be lodged, and 
the ledger credit to which it is to be placed, such ledger credit shall be 
as follows, with any necessary variations:—In the matter of the 
Policy No. of the company. An office copy of the 
schedule is to be left with the paymaster. 
On receipt by the paymaster of any subsequent notice of claim trans- 
mitted by such company pursuant to their undertaking referred to in 
sub-section (¢) of the said rule; he shall retain the same and make an 
entry thereof in his books; and on any certificate of the fund to 
which such notice refers he shall notify the same of the person giving 
such notice and the date thereof. 
The paymaster shall also, upon such request as is mentfoned in rule 
100, and upon payment of the same fee as is payable for a transcript 
under that rule, supply a copy of such notice. 
Signed and certified to be urgent. 
10th Aug., 1896. 
We concur— 
H. T. ANSTRUTHER, 
W. H. Fisuer, 


Hatssury, C. 





strictly without adding or substracting ought. 


Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Lone Vacation, 1896. 
Notice. 


During the Vacation until further Notice :—All Applications which may 
require to be immediately or promptly heard, are to be made to the Judges 
who for the time being shall act as Vacation Judges. 

Court Bustnrss.—Mr. Justice Cave, one of the Vacation Judges, will, 
until further notice, sit in Court VIII., Royal Courts of Justice, at 11 
a.m. on Wednesday in every week, commencing on Wednesday, 23rd of 
September, for the purpose of hearing such Applications of the above 
nature as, according to the practice in the Chancery Division, are usually 
heard in Court. 

No Case will be placed in the Judge’s Paper unless leave has been 
previously obtained, or a Certificate of Counsel that the Case requires to 
be immediately or promptly heard, and stating concisely the reasons, is 
left with the Papers. 

The necessary Papers, relating to every Application made to the Vaca- 
tion Judges (see notice below as to Judges’ Papers), are to be left with 
the Cause Clerk in attendance, Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Room 136, 
Royal Courts of Justice, before 1 o’clock on the Monday previous to the 
day on which the Application is intended to be made. When the Cause 
Clerk is not: in attendance, they may be left at Room 136, under cover, 
addressed to him, and marked outside Chancery Vacation Papers, or they 
may be sent by post, but in either case so as to be received by the time 
aforesaid. 

Urcent Marrers wHen JupGe not Present 1n Court or CHamBers.— 
Application may be made in any Case of urgency, to the Judge by post 
or rail, prepaid, accompanied by the brief of Counsel, office copies of the 
affidavits in support of the application, and also by a minute, on a separate 
sheet of paper, signed by Counsel, of the order he may consider the 
Applicant entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, capable 
of receiving the papers, addressed as follows :—‘‘ Chancery Official 
Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, 
Koyal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.’’ 

On Applications for Injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar. 

The address of the Judge for the time being acting as Vacation Judge 
can be obtained on application at Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Room 
136. 

Cuancery CHAMBER Bustness.—The Chambers of Mr. Justice Nortu 
will be open on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in every 
week, from 10 to 2 o’clock. Mr. Justice Cave will, until further notice, 
hear urgent Summonses which may be adjourned to him in his Private 
Room, No. 660, in the Royal Courts of Justice (Carey-street Entrance), on 
Wednesday in every week, commencing on Wednesday, 23rd of 
September, at 10.30. 

Qusen’s Bencn Cuamper Bustvess.—Mr. Justice Cave will, until 
further notice, sit for the disposal of Queen’s Bench Business in Juiges’ 
Chambers on Tuesday in every week, at 11 a.m.,commencing on Tuesday, 
22nd of September. Cases in the Queen’s Bench Summons List will be 
called on, and disposed of peremptorily in the order in which they stand in 
the Day’s List, but not earlier than the time at which the Section in which 
they are respectively placed is marked to come on. 

Drvorce.—Decrees nisi will be made absolute in Court on Wednesday, 
the 16th September, and Thursday, 15th October. 

Jupce’s Papgrs ror Usz 1x Court.—Chancery Division.—The follow- 
ing + for the Vacation Judge, are required to be left with the Cause 
Clerk in attendance at the Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Room 136, 
Royal Courts of Justice, on or before 1 o’clock, on the Monday previous 
to the day on which the application to the Judge is intended to be made :— 

1 —Counsel’s Certificate of Urgency, or Note of Special Leave granted 
by the Judge. 

2.—Two Copies of Writ and two Copies of Pleadings (if any), and any 
other documents shewing the nature of the Application. 

3.—Two Copies of Notice of Motion. 

4.—Office Copy Affidavits in support, and also Affidavits in answer (if 


any). 
NV.B.—Solicitors are requested when the Application has been disposed 
of, to apply at once to the Judge’s Clerk in Court for the return of their 


papers. 
NOTICE TO SOLICITORS. 
(Cuancery Reoisrrars’ Orrice.) 


The Chancery Registrars’ Office will be open daily. On Monday, the 
21st September, and on the same day in every succeeding week during the 
Vacation, the Registrar in attendance will see Solicitors requiring altera- 
tions necessary in Orders to be acted on by the Paymaster; but the Order, 
and any necessary Papers, and a notification of the amendment as required 
by the 27th of the Supreme Court Funds Rules, 1886, ought to be left at 
his Seat not later than 12 o’clock on the previous Saturday. 








The Local Government Board have issued to the clerks of town, county, 
and district councils, circulars calling attention to the legislation of the 
past Session, whereby those bodies are affected. The circular is in each 
case accompanied by a Board of Trade memorandum on the subject of 
the Light ways Act, 1896, setting ont the powers conferred on town 
and county councils under the Act, and exp’ g the rules which the 
Board of Trade propose to provide with respect to notice of intention 
to apply for an order authorizing a light railway. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


Re THE TRUSTS OF THE WILL OF THE LATE GEORGE HARRY, 
SEVENTH EARL OF STAMFORD AND WARRINGTON, AND Ze THE 
TRUSTEE ACT, 1893—16th September. 


Trustg—E—Sate or LAND with ResERvATION or Mriverais—Sancrion oF 
Covrt—Evimence—Trustez Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vicr. c. 53), s. 44. 


This was a petition under section 44 of the Trustee Act, 1893, by the 
trustees of the will of the late Earl of Stamford and Warri that 
they might be at liberty to sell land for the time being subject to the uses 
and trusts of the said will or any part thereof with a reservation of 
minerals. In support of the petition, it was stated that the parties to it 
were the trustees and the tenant for life. The land was situated in a 
mining district, and a contract of sale had been entered into. The late 
earl had for many years been accustomed to sell the surface for building 
purposes separately from the minerals. In 1856 he sold land at Amble- 
cote, part of the Staffordshire estates, to the Stourbridge Waterworks 
Co., and that company had recently requested the petitioners to sell 
them additional adjacent land, and the petitioners were willing to sell 
such land, but they desired to make a similar reservation of mines and 
minerals. The land was in a mining district. There was evidence by 
the solicitor and‘executor of the late earl, who had acted as such solicitor 
for thirty-six years, that the value of the land was not diminished by the 
minerals and surface being sold se: - The late earl was tenant in 
fee, and no provision upon the subject was contained in the will. A 
general power was asked for. 

Currry, J., said that upon the evidence the order asked for would be 
made.—CovunsEL, Fossett Lock. Soxicrrors, Bower, Cotton, § Bower. 


[Reported by J. E. Aupovus, Barrister-at-Law.] 


LIPMAN v. BRANCH & SONS—16th September. 
Design —INFRINGEMENT—MotTion For InsuncTION—NovgeLtTYy—Form or 


Orper. 
This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiff, Mr. John Lipman, tha? 
the defendants, their servants and agents, might be until the 


trial of the action or further order from manufacturing, selling, or offering 
for sale, or in any manner dealing with (without the licence or consent of 
the plaintiff) any shoes or boots to which the intiff’s design, registered 
on the 28th of September, 1895, and num 262,765, or any part 
thereof, or any colourable imitation thereof, had been applied, and from 
in any way infringing the rights of the plaintiff in the said design. In 
~—s of the motion, - he aor that the defendants The design dis- 
pute the novelty of the upon the present motion. was 
one for the shape of a shoe. Prior to the plaintiff's design Oxford shoes 
with a combination of buttons and a strap were not known. He intro- 
duced that combination. The evidence shewed that no such shoe was 
known prior to the plaintiff's design. There was expert evidence that the 
design was valuable. 

Curry, J.— Upon motion for an injunction the plaintiff must shew 
that the design is novel. I am not impressed with the magnitude of the 
invention. is is not a case that ought to be dealt with on the present 
motion. The order would be in the nature of a final and not an interim 
order. Upon the undertaking of the defendants not to deal with or make 
any shoes of the plaintiff’s regi the motion will stand till the 
third motion day in next sittings.—Counsgt, Bacon (Pochin with him) ; 
E. Bray. Soutcrrors, Boulton, Sons, § Sandeman ; Holder ¢ Wood. 

[Reported by J. E. Axpovs, Barrister-at-Law.) 








LEGAL NEWS. 


OBITUARY. 


Mr. J. E. C. Monro, barrister, who died last week, was for many years 
Professor of Law at Owens College, Manchester, but in 1892 he resi 
that post and removed to London, and he was appointed assistant reader 
to the Council of Legal Education. He was an unsuccessful candidate for 
East Manchester at the elections of 1892 and 1895. The Manchester Guar- 
dian, in a long and appreciative notice of Mr. Monro’s career, says that 
** to his friends the loss is a heavy one, and even his political —— 
for personal enemies he could hardly have found—will join in the deep 
regret that a career of such high promise should have been cut short by an 
untimely death.” 


INFORMATION WANTED. 
The Insurance Office in which the late Mr. James Hammuron Brown 
insured his life or personal effects is requested to communicate with Messrs. 
Remnant and Sandars, solicitors, of 11, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C. 


GENERAL 


It is stated that the Lord Chief Justice has finished his Canadian tour, 
and is visiting Mr. Thomson, vice-president of the Pennsylvania Railroad, 
at his suburban residence near 





The death is announced of Mr. D. Boyle Hope, Sheriff ine of 
Roxburgh, Berwick, and Selkirk, whore body aw found floating in the 
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sea near Portobello, Midlothian. He was a grandson of the Right Hon. 
Charles Hope, of Granton, Lord President of the Court of Session. 


The somewhat anomalous proposition that a woman may recover in her 
own name damages for her own seduction, was, says the Central Law 
Journal, asserted recently in an Indiana case, Henneger v. Lomas. The 
decision was warranted by a statute of that State providing that “‘ any 
unmarried female may prosecute as plaintiff an action for her own seduc- 
tion, and may recover therein such damages as may be assessed in her 
favour. The case decided that though a woman marries her seducer, she 
may, if the marriage has been annulled on her aplication, sue the seducer. 


One by one, says the Daily Telegraph, the vestiges of Old London are 
steadily pearing. Soon Clement’s Inn, at the junction of Fleet-street 
and the Strand, will be no more, its place being taken by brand-new 
offices and chambers, the property of a limited company. What reader of 
Shakspere does not remember Justice Shallow’s boast, “‘I was once of 
Clement’s Inn, where, I think, they will talk of Mad Shallow yet.’ 
Hundreds of a have passed since a hostelry was first built there for 
the comfort of pilgrims to the Holy Well of St. Clement. Its sanctity no 
longer recognized, the well was covered by a worldly pump, and in 1874 

was destroyed altogether by being filled up. 

The Daily News says that on Monday the wl peagenge oF Borough magis- 

remanded Charles Wilkins, described as an electrical engineer, of 
Sutherland-avenue, Maida-vale, London, with several aliases ; and Edward 
Thomas, giving an address in Keppel-street, Russell-square, London, 
charged with attempting to defraud "Sate. Markhams, a Northampton 
firm of solicitors, of £20. It is alleged against the prisoners that they 
have pursued in Northampton, Leamington, Southampton, Leicester, and 
other places a series of frauds on solicitors by sending forged telegrams 
purporting to come from their London agents instructing the solicitors to 
pay over asum of money to one of the prisoners. Messrs. Markhams 
received a telegram, supposed to come from their London agents, to pay 
Wilkins £20, but, themselves making telegraphic inquiries, they gave 
Wilkins into ‘custody when he called for the money. Thomas was arrested 
in London as the sender of the telegram. It is said that solicitors have 
all over the country. The Public Prosecutor has intimated 
his intention of taking up the case, and the prisoners will probably be 
removed to London for trial. 


An interesting question of circumstantial ag oy a says the Albany Law 

Journal, furnished by the tracking of a dog, has been decided in the case 
of State of Ohio v. Fall (3 Ohio Legal News, 147). In this case the State 
called as a witness one Britton, and offered to prove by him that he was 
the owner of a bloodhound about nine years old; that the dog had care- 
fully been trained to follow the scent of human tracks ; ; that it had been 
ce a tested and found to follow such tracks with success and 


fT, 


persons thus trailed by the dog had, in a number of cases, confessed their 
guilt; that in the case on trial, on Sunday evening, after ‘the burglary on 
penne pod night, a basket filled ‘with a part of the stolen property had been 
found under a freight car ~ Lege 200 yards from the place of the burglary ; 
en to the spot where the basket was cont and 
d ol The defendant objected to admitting as 
evidence anything concerning the training and testing of the dog and as 
to its alleged tracking or trailing to the house. The court held that the 
competent to go to the jury with other testimony as a 
connect the accused with the crime. 


EE 
5 


Tiley 





Waxsixc To merzxpinc Hover Puncnasens axp Lzsszzs.—Before pur- 
oes or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined by an — from The Sanitary Engineering Co. (Carter Bros.), 

c5, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house, 2 guineas ; 
6ountry by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 


THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Bept. 22.—Mesers. Baas, Buuwerr, & pang om at the Mart, Freehold Ground-Rents. 
to £153 10., Bolieitor, N. Herbert Smith, Eeq., 


Sept. 23.—Messrs. Hexzixc, Sox, & Daw, at the Mart, at 2, Freehold Coppa Dente, 
smounting 10 £602 10. sscured upon 111 Houses and Shop at ¥ 
Canning Town, and Hornsey, with Rev 





ulhbam, Wimbledon, 
ersions. Solicitors, Fowler, Perks, & Co,, 
RESULTS OF SALES. 


their Periodical Bale of these interests on arty ° were again 

Siaramied? abies ieese 2 ee ng Fe 
g ren P; 

£3,90; Absdiute Keversion to Two Leasehold Houses at 7 


y 
at Kentish Town, sold £24); Life 
for £14,727, life 30, ald £1,010; Life Policy for £1,000 on life of Princess 

i eS Life Policy for £500 and bonuses, life 69, sold (prior to sale) £450. 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 


Lonton Gasette—Buipay, Kept. 11. 
JOINT BTOCK COMPANIES. 
Lauwsrep ss Caanornr. 


Asssance Cortesctixe Co, Laurzo—Peta for winding up, presented Kept 1, directed to 








be heard before Cave, J., 1 Be Rees Coat, on Sart 38. Taunton & Dade, Copthall 
avenue, solors for aan. oe otice of as must reach the above-named not later 
than 6 me, atone fot POeteccacon of Sapte 
Agpeees Bi oa S. euerae—Sutn 8 oes wining =, presented aa 21, J pears to 
heard 28. Greening, Fenchurch or for ers. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 27 


Boarpman’s BReweERtks, nape wane sequel, on or before Oct 23, to ont 
eir names and addresses, the particulars of their debts or claims, to G. 
Robertson and J. Frome Fg 77, King st, Manchester 


Sours Lonponperry Gotp anp Expioration, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or 
before Oct 17, to send their names and addresses, and oastedens ¢ of their debts or 
claims, to William Fenton Pugh, 11, Queen Victoria st. Parker & Co, St Michael’s 
Rectory, Cornhill 

Usrrep Wrxe Growers, Loarep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 9, directed to be 
heard on Sept 23. pen & Co, 19, Surrey st, Victoria embankment, solors for pees. 
Notice of aj ust reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of Sept 22 

Untursp 1x CHANCERY. 

Assorspury Rar.way Co—Creditors are uired, on or before Oct 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and rs of t eir debts - claims, to John Hancock, 3, 
Victoria st, Westminster. ve, 16, Victoria st, solor 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Lovers or Justice anp Pgacg, 145, Duke st, Liverpool. Sept 2 
Lora Yourss’ Resotvtion Lopez Inpepexpent Opp Fexiows, Royal Hotel, Rish- 


, York. Aug 26 
Pat LopcE or Jovestux Free Garpeners, Riggall’s Coffee Hall, Old Market Place, 


2 
Star on Enix = 1zTY, Netley Hotel, Walton rd, Liverpool. July 22 


Usrrep Kixepom Post Orrice Sicx Beserir Society, Eastern District Post Office, Com- 
mercial rd East, Sept 2 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Sept. 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep 1x CHANCERY. 


Boxsick & Co, Limrrep (1x Tomeunneneat)—<aeiee required, on or before Oct 18, to 
their names and addresses, and particulars of t there debts or claims, to James 
Beant 109,;Colmore row, Birmingham. Shakespeare & Co, Birmingham, solors for 


Crry anp Wesrurnster Contract Corporation, Lumrrep—Petn for winding up, presented 
to be on Oct 28. Faithfull & Owen, 11, Victoria st, Westminster, 
solors for — ae, of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 27 
Dietz, Davis, & Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 1, directed to be heard 
on Oct 28. ‘Linklater & Co, 2, Bond ct, Walbrook, solors for petner. Notice of appear- 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 27 
FaryHaM angie Co, Luntrep—Creditors requested, on or before Oct 26, to send 
their names and addresses and cantioulens of of their debts or claims, to William Curtis 
Thomson, 15, George st, Mansion House. Kempson, Farnham, solor to liquidator 
Hanwan’s VENTURE Spam, Liuitzp—Creditors are uired, on or before Oct 20, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts and claims, to Charles 
Walter Grimwade, 38, Coleman st 
Ho.svers Ciarwwee & Co, Linrrep—Petn for win up, presented t 3, directed to 
be heard on Kisch & » nee st, solors for petners. otice of appear- 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Sept 22 
J. Atuison & > Lonutrzp—By an order, dated Sept 2, it was ordered that the voluntary 
winding up of ‘the company > continued. are & Co, solors for company 
Norru-West Arricay Co, aes Tape Bake poe on or before Oct 4 to send 
their ay and a Ss oe — ° nine 2 — 
or George Raynor, 132. E Chenpalde, mdon. Fowler ement’ 
lane, solors to the Seulicios : 
say aon CLams, gens: Pere or before Oct 31, to send their 
Gegusliciens oft Thue ire ote or claims, to Lydstone Joseph 
iongmend, 23, College mL Burn & & Berridge, 11, Old Broad st, solors to the liquidator 
ee Miverat Paepuneams, Lim1tep—Creditors are gro maniet, on or before Oct *. 
their names and the particulars their debts or claims, to 
ies Joseph Langmead, 23, College hill. Burn & Berridge, Old Broad st, solors to 


liquidator 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Assry Co-opznative Boor axp Suoz Manuracrunine Society, Limirep, Main st, Ansty, 


. 9 
Farru, Hors, awn Cnaniry Bexgrit Society, Thorngate Memorial Hall, Gosport, 


. 9 
Goop Iwrzyr Fatzxpiy Society, Peel’s Hotel, Barton st, Blackburn, Lancs. Sept 2 
Goop Ixrenr Lopce Axcient ORDER OF Davips, Miners’ Arms Inn, Gildersome, Leeds. 


Sept 9 
Hanp-1s-Hawp Faienpiy Society, Horse and Groom Ion, New Alresford, Han‘ Sept 9 
cov 7} New Feenpiy Sccizry, Royal Oak Tan, Kings Bromley, te achfield, 
8. Bept 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Tunsvay, Sept. 16. 
Tucker, Hoag one Hassan Ui prer 6 a Sa Oct 21. Sargeant v 








UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day ov Ovaim. . 
London Gasette,—Tursvay, Bept. 9. 

Avian, Joun, Gt Yarmouth Sept 29 Harmer & Ruddock, Gt Yarmouth 
Boszert, Joun, Hickling, Norfolk Oct 9 Worship & Rising, Gt Yarmouth 
Borzowpae, Marruew, Penrith, Cumberland Sept19 Arnison & Co, Penrith 
Baoapesnt, Carnznine, Leigh, Lancs Oct 15 Widdows, Leigh 
Cuasryge, Jauus Lawtow, Latchford, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper Oct 21 Longland, 


Cuoox, Bicuasp, Cambridge Oct 16 Ginn & Matthews, Cambridge 
Gauioway, Exszaowrn, Birkenhead Novis Whitley & Co, Liverpool 
Loceyszs, Euizapetu Mazy Axx, Holloway Novil Geo & W Webb, New Broad st 
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Nezpwam, Gzonae, Sheffield, Plumber Oct 5 Wheat, Sheffield 
Newrtow, Ann, Ashford, Kent Dee 1 Norwood, Ashford 
Ovznett, Cuanies, Hounslow Sept 30 Jones, High Holborn 
ALMER, Henry Corwetius, Parkstone, Dorset, Grocer Oct 30 Salter Dickenson, Poole 
aRnTon, Wiii14m, Wribbenhall, Wores, Builder Sept 23 Marcy & Co, Bewdley 
Paris, Samven, New Basford, Nottingham Oct 10 Martin & Sons, Nottingham 
Suapcort, Henry McKzrver, Plymouth, Clerk Oct 24 Gidley & Son, Plymouth 
Syarz, Aurrep Wii.14m, Bury 8t Edmunds Sept 39 Clarke & Co, Gresham house 
Somme, CuarLes Jonny Heyry, Northumbrid, Merchant Oct 10 Cooper & Goodger, 


on Tyne 
Sournam, Tuomas, Shrewsbury Nov1 GR &C E Wace, Shrewsbury 
Tompson, Exiza, Camberwell Oct7 Bridge, Copthall avenue 
Wapswortn, Anxez, Nottingham Oct 28 Watson & Co, Nottingham 
Wuicnt, Ronert, Newcastle upon Tyne Oct 15 Joel & Parsons, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Wriatey, Tuomas, Southport Oct 19 Brooks & Co, Ashton under Lyne 


London Gazette.—Faipay, Sept. 11. 
AwNAOKER, Peter, Manchester Oct 31 Innes, Manchester 
AxcuDALe, Mervyn, Castle Archdale, Fermanagh Oct 30 Garvey, Dublin 
Avoctn, Zunes James, Laleham, South Norwood Park Oct 31 Letts Brothers, Bart- 
8 


Beppe, soe ‘Wituram Davin, Pangbourne, Berks Nov 11 Hepworth & Co, South 
st, 


BEpELLs, y nen Lutterworth, Leics Oct 26 Watson, Lutterworth 

Brapsuaw, Jouy, Ikley, York Oct1 Lupton & Fawoett, Leeds 

Brommace, Atrrep, Wolverhampton Oct 26 Court & Perry, Wolverhampton 

Burerss, Ricnarp, Winchester Sept 26 Godwin, Winchester 

Coates, ApsaLom, Middlesborough, Joiner Oct 26 Turnbull & Moody, Scarborough 
Corpy, Mantua, Felixstowe, Suffolk Oct 15 Grimwade, Hadleigh 

Dupwney, Mantua, Erith, Kent Oct24 Harold & Co, Furnival’s inn, Holborn 
Deeg, © Hewry, Fallowfield, Lancs, Journalist Nov 28 Dendy & Paterson, Man- 


Epwarps, Any, Cardiff Oct 9 Merrils & Ede, Cardiff 
Susan, € CurisToPpHER Georce, St Marychurch, Torquay Oct 23 Dauncey, Newport, 


Forses, aa eeeees Louisa, Bitton, nr Bristol Nov 11 Lawrence & Co, New sq, Lin- 


Garrett, Mary Dopps, Felling, Durham Oct 24 Swinburne, Gateshead 

Bare, Bet, Westmorland, Jamaica, Planter Oct 12 Pennington & Co, Lincoln’s inn 
Hauer, Tuomas, Kingston upon Hull Nov9 Leak &Co, Hull 

Jump, Davip, Leyland, Lancs Oct 12 Clarke, Preston 

Kennepy, james Maazra, Sydenham Oct14 Arnold & Henry White, Gt Marlborough 


anes Amei4, Chalcot crescent, Regent’s Park Oct14 Rodgers & Co, Wal- 


Nartuscu, Freperic Beansteix Bernarp, Lee Oct 10 Waltons & Co, Leadenhall st 
Nicuotson, Joseru, Cumbrid Oct 14 Little & Lamonby, Penrith 


Percev wate Ernest Avcustus, Henbury, nr Bristol Oct14 Arnold & Henry White, Gt 
Marlborough st 


Pives, Jouy, Blackburn Oct17 L & W Wilkinson, Blackburn 


Suerwoop, Jony, Stockton on Tees Oct 20 Faber & Co, Stockton on Tees 
Sroxe, Aucustus Epwarp Hewry, Aldershot Oct 23 Hollest & Co, Farnham, Surrey 
Serene, Sesent Sine CERES 6 ee Oct 30 Barlow & James, Fen- 


bien Gow Josern Stuart, Bournemouth Oct 2i Cobbett & Co, Manchester 
Tuompsox, Joux, Hulme, Manchester, Ironmonger Oct 17 Lawrence & Co, Manchestes 
Trevitsicx, Mary Isaze ua, Exwick, nr Exeter Oct 14 Sparkes & Co, Exeter 
Torver, Avice, Dalton, Lancaster Sept 23 Park, Ulverston 

Wane, Wiiuiam, Leeds Oct7 Emsley & Co, Leeds 

Watrer, Joux James, Blackheath Novi2 Wilson & Loye, Plymouth 

Wanper, Janz Evirn, Farnborough, Southampton Oct 23 Hollest & Co, Farnham, 
Wartsox, Emma, Sheffield Oct 24 Wightman & Parker, Sheffield 

Warts, Sipney James, Wootton Bassett, Wilts, Grocer Oct 17 Bevir, Wootton Bassett 
Wetsreap, Lucy Ass, Wool, Dorset Nov7 Symonds & Sons, Dorchester 

Wesrcort, James, GtGrimsby Oct 8 Brown, Gt Grimsby 

Wericat, Sanau, Dewsbury, York Oct6 Watts & Son, Dewsbury 


London Gazette.—Tuxspar, Sept 15. 
ArcupaLe, Mervys, Fermanagh Oct 30 Garvey, Dublin 
Bexsoyx, Tuomas, Hampstead Oct 10 Peacock & Goddard, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Brver.ey, Crana, Manchester Oct 24 Dixon & Linnell, Manchester 
Davis, Joux Heyry, Sutton, Surrey Oct 14 Routh & Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Ry, Aucustus pz Grayp, Upper Thamesst Oct 15 Triemer, Pinner’s ct 
Dyson, Fareyp, Shaw, nr Oldham Oct 12 Standring & Co, Shaw 
Epwanps, Axy, Swansea Oct 15 Cooper, Swansea 
Fe.rox, Rosert, Cambridge Oct 20 Walker, Cambridge 
Frost, Aticz, Kidderminster Oct 14 Restall, Birmingham 
Frost, Euity, Birmingham Oct 14 Restall, Birmingham 
Guxeznwoop, James, Burnley Oct 19 Procter & Baldwin, Burnley 
Hates, Cuagites Hersert, Meltham, York, Tailor Oct 31 Wilson, Mirfield 
Liston, Jony, Egremont, Ches Oct 24 L des & Co, Liverpool 
Lirriz, Georcz, Southport Nov1 Mawdsley, Southport 
Majsor, Exwa, Brighton Oct 24 Mirams, Brighton 
Mawstroip, Emma, Liverpool Oct 14 Wright & Co, Liverpool 
Memes, Tae, See, w Date, Se Ee Oct 9 Gratton & Marsden, 
Mayne, Jaxz Exiza, St Helens, I W Oct 18 Ratcliffe, Ryde 
MclIwrosu, James, Ely pl Oct 31 Lyne & Holman, Gt Winchester st 
Mixes, Joux, Selside, Westmorland, Farmer Oct 10 Dobson, Kendal 
Parsons, Epuusp, Hinton rd, Loughborough Junction Oct20 Turner & Co, Cheapside 
Turyver, Matitpa, Bedminster, Bristol Oct 5 Spofforth, Bristol 
Wa ker, Witt1am, Twyford, Hants, Baker Oct 26 Dowling, Winchester 
Wave, Tuomas Samvet, Rochester Nov 10 Prall & Co, Rochester 
Wueetsovse, Wititiam, York Oct 20 Atlay Shaftoe, York 
| Wurreneap, Rosgnt, Oldham Oct 19 Tweedale & Co, Oldham 
| Witrsuire, Exiza, Pimlico, Grocer Oct 28 Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq 














BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gaszette.—Faivay, Sept. 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Berxsuire, Witu1aM, South Shields, Plasterer Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 
Bonner, James, Bedlington, Northumbrid, , ane 


Newcastle on Tyne Pet ne Ord Sept 
Briver, OLiver tary Ipswi 


Rese and Annul Sept 7 


ORDER RESCINDING RECEIVING 
ANNULLING ADJ UDICATION 


Browse, James leunem, The Vale, Hampstead, Artist 
Court Rec Ord March 10 Adjud March 10 Ree, 31, 


| Locew FPraxkux, Dewsbury Sept 1Satill Om Rec, 
FIRST MEETINGS. Suk Cae, Say 
Asprnatt, Joux, B Lanes, Grocer 18 at 2) 
Clothier Ipswich Pet So, ae i. = 


RDER AND Hiep, Watrsr, Bishopston, Bristol, Pish Salesman 
23 at 12.30 Om Bax, Bank chusbra, Corn 20 Intel 
Jexxives, Hexry, Swansea, Grocer Sept 18 at 12 Of 
Alexandra rd, Swansea 


Manyneaixes, Hever, and Jouxs Maxxremmes, Maidstone, 
Printers Sept 23at10 if Ree, 9, st, Maidstone 
Kingston on Thames, Clock 


Sept 7 ees, Frank, Sept 2r at 
Bry ean Saceen, Broucester, Draper’s Traveller Glouces- ers Of B Cours Rony =I — 4 Sept 18 1.30 3%, Railway app, Londoa Bndge 
S pts pts Barcuam, Tuomas Morats ham, Norfolk, Farmer | Mts, Gaozor, ay al Sept IS at 450 
Cncosas, 1 Tacat, Sheffield, Joiner Sheffield Pet Sept 9 Sept i8 at 12.90 Off R os Kin Royal West 


pt Bo 
Evin, Epwaap Jonn, Shepherd’s Bush, , Licensed Victualler WMAN, WILLIAM, 
High Court Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 Off Ree, 8, Albert rd, 


jj 
25 Foxarns, Fulham, Actor High Court Pet Sept 5 ey "Om Rees Kee 8, King st, 1% Novel 


Harrison, Crctt, Hore, Coal Agent High Court Pet | BBOws, Auraep — © 


Hine Re? OF Sent 9 — 18 at 
m7 us + ont Bristol, Fish Salesman Bristol Bowrox, Davin, Sth 


Hupson, Wiu.iaM Hse, Nottingham Nottingham Pet ° 
Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 uarrai, Jan 
James, Jonn, St Ishmaels, Tembrebe, Farmer Pembroke | Cooxsry 
Dock Pet Sept Ord Sept 8 ee Se 


Off Ree, A em aq 


10.45 Wright & Weethesds st 


| Mixsis, S Middlesborough, 
Boot Dealer ‘Sep Sept 28 at 3. Bats Od Ree, &, Albert a Middietosess ee 
le Dealer Sept | Mumsert, Cuariss ALEXaxDss, Middilesborough, Tea 
Merchant Sept at 1215'S sec chee 
Boot Manufac- | Repaxap, Buzaners Axx, and Dosoray Masox, 


21 at 12 Off Ree, ‘woe 
} at, Nowenstio en Tyas ~’ “ 


at 
my tt he ll Of | “Pera, Wigan, Sud Cs i ee Sept is 
ames, Leeds Sept2latli Off Reo, 22, Park | | Rox, Bexaux W 


TLLIAM, + Norfolk, Farmer 
atl Of 
Tankeoper Sept 21 at | | mone saa Supa, Net 


Kwiour & Co, Tunbridge Wells Tunbridge Wells Pet | Quxpeut, Sauxa Many, Broughton ford, Wits" Sept | we Sept 1S at 12.90 24 Railway appr, London Bridge 
A 


Augl9 Ord Sept 7 @Wati2 Off Reo, Bank 
Mayyeninas, Henry, and Joun Mannerinas, Maidstone 
Printers ' Maidstone Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 be Jon, we 


Meyer, Cuanuas, Swansea Swansea Pet Sept9 Ord a. even taza, Friskney, Lincs, Potato Dealer 
Sept 9 Oct 1 at 12.45 ts Bou Lambeth Se | Sarre, 


Nexrounam, Cuanues, 1 Machine Broker Leicester 
Pet Aug 98 Ord Dept 9 mumps. A panes pty be, Carey 


Portsmouth Pet Sept 7 Ord Be Sept 7 


ehm brs, Corn 
Baker 


um, age LEY, 

a Bie blige Care #, Landon Sept 1s 

Surge, Wonca oe Kage, Soe 
Isaac, Harwood ~ oe 

nd Sept 18 at 2.90 | Sept 18 at 3 Oi Reo, Ta. 


Sept is et 23 Tf G2, High | 


Penny, Cuantes Hyps, Southsea, Restaurant Keeper Brass Datin Racha Gren — Dairyman Sept 18 | wats Oa Bes Te Newbs cians Spohn, onmng 
poo Sraxce, 
Pau, 


Pranson,Joun Wituiam, Briggate, Leeds, Clerk Leeds Punts 
Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept ’9 65, Hig sty 


| pla iatinis 0 ny 
faa Pa | Sere <a 


Poy 8xR, nt Pet opt? oatet la Souch, Grocer Burton on Guts, Marina, ny a, Sees 3 Dealer Sept is Bat at th row 
pot a tag Sl st, Soar 
Puinser, EC, Coven: t, Pi La h Goveu, Joux, Toon, J an alia a Derdy 8 AG ee 12 Od Ree, 
pooh nos try 8 ooadilly High Court Pet | Govan, N aia » Buteher Sept 18 at Td, Newborough st, 


2 6, Merthee 
Surky, Tuomas, Cli tort Hereford, Farmer Hereford Pet argos, Anseap Bromrin.a, 
Se] pte Ord Rochester 


Unvrauus, Oaga, 
Sept2iat 11.90 115, | — Qeany Suthbavaghy Kea, Porm Sept 1s 


ih at, 
Tonseh, ¢ Groner rissa, Leeds, Wheelwright Leeds | Hick, saten, hee Conwell. Cattle 
zn Bye eods rig 5 Withiel, Dealer Sept Weathat, Merel iie, Crews Sept 23 at 





8 Ord Sept 


Of Reo, Boscawen sy 
Wane BR, Hie 8 Btoke Gold , _latecst Farm H ym Wi Thro 
ing eT, er Lei- 1 oe ry. a Dery Suk Fav water Seot 18 Wootirr, Basu jum Dae, Co 


Mervhaat 
Dan Sept 33 


Qit Reo, 3 gate, 








Sept. 19, 1896. 
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ADJUDICATIONS. Weqgees, 3 a © ween ee, rahery Merchan Cuemesn, Pi Pupeaue apne Sete toed Beat ~ 
ge il uly 

ee omy ote Norfolk, Farmer Witson, Wi.iam, =a Butcher Whitehaven | Overy, ALyrep Tuomas, Yalding, Kent, Farmer Maid- 
Boxwer, James. Northumberland, Innkeeper Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 stune Pet Sept3 Ord Sept 11° 

Newcastle on Tyne Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept Yu iy Menvat, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet Sept 11 vam, James, Arundel st, Strand, Stockbroker High 

art 


Briver, Ottver Joun, Ipswich, Clothier Pi pawich Pet 
Sept 7 ones 
Brows, Tuomas, Walsall Walsall Pet Sept 2 Ord 


a Gerorae, ae, Danper’s Traveller Glouces- 
ter Pet Septs Ord Sept 8 

ee Tie Sheffield, Joiner Sheffield Pet Sept 9 

to 

De Water, Wii1aM, + ae, Diamond Merchant 
Bi Pet ‘Aug 21 Ord Sept 9 

Exviy, Epwanp Jouy, Shepherd’s Bush, Licensed Victual- 
ler High Court ‘Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 


Soemcees, Om, Hove, CoalAgent High Court Pet Sept 
9 Sept 9 
es Bishopston, Bristol, Fish Salesman Bristol 


9 Ord Sept 9 
Hopson, WILtiaM a Nottingham Nottingham Pet 
Septs Ord 


Letcaer, Eowrs ae and Atrrep Witiiam Mostyx 
Bricut, Hereford, Coal Merchants Hereford Pet 
Aug 27 Ord Sept 8 

Mayyenines, Heyry, and Joun Maywenryes, Maidstone, 
Printers Maidstone Pet oats Ord Sept 8 

Mayo, Ricnarp Epwiy, , Contractor High Court 
Pet Aug 12 “7 Sept 5 


Mevez, Sanaa, Swansea Swansea Pet Sept 9 Ord 


Norais, , James, Bishop’s Waltham, Surveyor 
Southampton Pet Aug 20 Ord Sept 8 


Partersox, Joun, Leeds, Engineer Leeds Pet July8 Ord 
9 
Pearsoy, Jouw Wiiuiam, Leeds Leeds Pet Sept9 Ord 


9 
Peery, Cuartes Hype, — Restaurant Keeper 
Portsmouth Pet Sept 7 on ort 
—— Grorce, Ashby de la Zo’ Leicestershire, Gro- 
Burton on Trent Pet Sept7 Ord Sept7 
See James Henry, Waltham Cross, Herts, Baker 
Edmonton PetSept3 Ord Sept 5 
Suaresx, oT Clifford, Herefordshire, Farmer Here- 
ford Pet Sept9 Ord Sept 9 
Surrn, Roperr Avpnowso, Hilgay Fen, wee Farmer 
sLynn Pet August2s Ord 
Swaix, Tous W Wriu1am, and Tuomas a, _— Oil 
Merchants Cardiff Pet May 30 Ord Sept 4 
Toeser, Percivat Pvrpeyr, a, Cycle Engineer 
Brighton Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 9 
Turxer, Gronce Wituiam, Leeds, Wheelwright Leeds 
Pet ept7 Ord Sept 7 
Wakes, Hexsry, Stoke Golding, ame Farmer 
Leicester Pet Sept7 Ord 
Youxss, Agtrace Brooke, Tiddngton, Wilts, Farmer 
Swindon Pet Sept4 Ord Sept 8 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 

Crerrcnier, Feasx, and Hexry Wit.isa, Rugeley, Grocers 
Staffurd Adjud Jan 8, 1896 Annul Aug 20, 1896 
London Gazetiz.—Tcrspar, September 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Batowrs, Atvaxp, Rough Lee, Lancs, Farmer Burnley Pet 
Aug 2 Ord Sept 10 
Bazzis, bog ne > om, Wakefield Wakefield Pet 


Sept 10 

Bisnor, Jonx, Burton = Trent, Licensed Victualler Bur- 
tonon Trent Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Cuantas, Tuomas, Cradley Heath, Staffs, Licensed Victu- 
aller Dudley Pet Aug 24 Ord Sept 8 

Com, Cuazuzs, Torquay, Builder Exeter Pet Sept 9 

9 


Drxos, —, Patten. Ches, Builder Warrington Pet 
Ang 19 Ord Sept 10 


Puages, H, pd = | rd, mene Manufacturer High Court 
meme Hever — z, ipbet Norwood, Tutor High Court 
Pe Ord Sept 1 


1 

Hesrez, 4nd Srevyexsox, Norfolk st, Strand, Journalist 
High Court Pet Aug 2 Ord Sept 11 

eg ee Ramsgate, Builders High Court Pet 


Ang Bl 
ee yA Wd, 8 86, pmeree 84, Decorator High 


Pet Ang 2) Ord Bept 11 
—_ Ged ape ik ooo High Court Pet Aug 
Leacn, Saucer, U Kirtling, Cambs, Dealer Cam- 


Lxogs, Momus, sep 11 Ord Sept 11 
pater High Court Pet Sept 11 Ord 

Moxx, “Ged 'bept Twickenham, Builder Brentford Pet Sept 
w pti) 

Mozsas, Jous Davin, Tylorstown, Glam, Grocer Ponty- 
pridd Pet Bet 10 Ord Sept 10 

Picots, Joszrn Fusvrnice, Longton, Staffs, Publican 
Stoke upon Trent Pet sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Puce, Jous, Treharris, Glam, Collier Merthyr Tydfil 


Pes Gop 9 Ord Sept 9 

Kez, Law i "Ord Beye if Glam, Painter Pontypridd Pe 
Begs ie 

Keserit, J C, Shepherd's Bush, Horse Dealer High Court 


Pas he is Ord Bept 10 
Sasts,Guonce Exocu, Cinderford, Gics Gloucester Pet 


sept 12 iz 

Sarru, y= Stalls, Butcher Stafford Pea 

Tansee, AG, “6, Hickson, Surrey Wandsworth Pet July 
9 

beter > Davin, Mockwell, Monemann High Court Pet 


y 
Warrene, Davin, pe Mon, Boot Dealer Tredegar 


PA tell Ord Bet 11 


Sept 11 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Sept 4: 
Baryes-Avustix, Ricnarp, Westgate on Sea High Court 
Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 1 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bitursetoy, Wirt1am Txomas, Aston, nr Birmingham, 
Baker Sept 24at11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Bisuop, Jonny. Burton on Trent, Victualler Sept 22 at 3.30 
Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent 

Bosxer, James, "Bedlington, Northumbrld, Innkeeper 
Sept 24 at 10.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Neweastle on 


Tyne 

Bovutp, Newmay, Batley Carr, Yorks Sept 24at 11 Off 
Ree, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Brypen, Groner, Gloucester, Draper’s Traveller Sept 22 
at4 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Cocks, Cuaries, Torquay, Builder Sept 25at12 Off Rec, 
13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

De Water, Wittram, Birmingham, Diamond Merchant 
Sept 23 at11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Eatox, Epwarp, East Macclesfield, D: iter | satan 
11 Off Ree, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfiel 

Exvin, Epwarp Jouy, Shepherd’s Bush, Lieened ‘aaa 
aller Sept 23at12 Bankruptc y bides, Care 

Ev. -_ Tuomas, Gellygaer, Glam, B py 22 at 3 

65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Sous, AC, College hill, Cannon st Sept 22 at 2.30 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, r; oe st 

Garx, JONATHAN, meats Actor Sept 22 at 11 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey 

Haicu, Sag Dockery Sept 24at 10 Off Rec, Bank 


rs, Batley 

Harper, STEPHEN, Tettenhall, Wolverhampton, Nursery- 
man Sept 22at10 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Hanrzisox, Crcit, Hove, Coal Agent Sept 23at1 Bank- 
ruptey pldgs, Carey st 

Hasxett, Freperick Harry, Winton, Eeeaen, 
Bricklayer Sept 22 at 12.30 Off Rec, 

Hopess, Cuartes Toomas, Stourbridge, Blackett Sept 
23 at 2 C H Collis, Solicitor, Stourbridge 

Lyows, Morais, Mile End Sept 24 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

Meyer, Cuamans, Swansea Sept 23 at 2 Off Rec, 31, Alex- 
andra rd, Swansea 

Moreax, Tuomas, Gellygaer, Glam, Farmer Sept 22 at 12 
65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Nerpuam, Cuarves, Leicester, Machine Broker Sept 22 at 
3 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Parry, Jony, Llandudno Sept 24 at 3 Crypt chmbrs, 
Eastgate row, Chester 

Poyser, Georcx, Ashby de la Zouch, Leicester, Grocer 
Sept 22 at 3 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on 


Trent 

Paixszp, EC, Coventry st, Piccadilly Sept 24at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Purxe.t, Gzorce, Gloucester, Boot Dealer Sept 22 at 3 
Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Bappoy, James Henry, Waltham Cross, Herts, Baker Sept 
23at 3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avnue 

Starsow, Jons Hexry, Cleethorpes, Lines, Watchmaker 
Sept 23 at 11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Swrsarskt, Atexanper, Bradford, Yorks, Chairmaker 
Sept 23at11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Tuouas, Joun, Ystalyfera,Glam Sept 23at 12 Off Ree, 
31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Waker, Hesey, Stoke Golding, Leicester, Farmer Sept 
22at12 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leic ester 

Weake, Evwarp, and Hexry Groscr Hizons, Birming- 
ham, Builders Sept 25 at 11 23, Colmore row, Bir- 
mimgham 

Youse, Artave Brooxe, Liddington, Wilts, Farmer 

Sept 25at 11 Off Rec, 46, Cricklade st, Swindon 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bares, Wittiam, Kirkgate, Wakefield Wakefield Pet 
Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Bisnor, Jous, Burton on Trent, Licensed \ saad Bur- 
ton on Trent Pet Sept 10. "Ord Sept 

Buiewrrtt, Paraicx Lyons, Barking 1 Ease, Physician 
High Court Pet July 31 Ord & Sept 12 

Camrse tt, Samuvue., Liverpool, Merchant High Court Pet 

‘March 4 Ord Sept 12 

Cocks, Cuaries, Torquay, Builder Exeter Pet Sept 9 

Ord Sept 9 


Bape enna Louisa, Kensington High Court Pet 

4 

Desmene Josurn, Gt Grimsby, Fisherman Gt Grimsby Pet 

ept10 Ord Sept 10 

Dz Some. Baron Jacques, 8t James’s st High Court 
Pet May 29 Ord Sept 10 

Dot on AS, Sees y Howagp, Kingston, Surrey Kingston, 
Surrey Pet Augl5 Ord Sept 11 

Goose, Guonaz, Romsey, Hants, Farmer Southampton 
Pet Augi7 Ord Sept 10 

Hanuen, Hexny Pevce, ae Norwood, Tator High Court 
Pet Rept 11 Ord Hept 11 

Hitt, Jousx Georor, and Eowanrp Srernes Atcock, Pen- 
tonville, Publicans High Court Pet July “” Ord 


me ~ ae Kirtling, Cambridge, Dealer Cambridge 
Pet Sept 9 Ord 1 

Leecuman, ty ensington High Court Pet June 
2% Ord Bept 

Lroms, meant, Mile End High Court Pet Sept 11 Ord 
Her 


Monsan, , we Davin, Tylorstown, Glam, Grocer Ponty- 
pridd Pet Bept 10 Kept 10 








Pet July7 Ord Sept 10 

Piaerx, Josepn Freperick, Longton, a, Publican 
Stoke upon Trent Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 1 

Price, Jonny, Lory » Collier Merthyr Tydfil Pet 
— 9 Ord Sept 9 ; 

Regs, Lewis, Lp eT Glam, Painter Pontypridd Pet 
Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 

ag Hues Errric, wen. oe a yr} Victualler 

ton, Surrey Pet July 

Scatzs, Epwarp, Queen Victoria st, Wine 3 dterchant High 
Court PetAug3 Ord Sept 12 

Snsemen, CHARLES Cua, | panies, Solicitor High Court 
Pet July 15 Ord Sept 

Surrn, Grorcr Exoca, Cinderford, Glos Gloucester Pet 
Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 

—" JosEPH, Penkridge, Staffs, Butcher Stafford Pet 
t 9 

qunveu,, Gr: bang and Frank Rosert Picprrce Time- 
WELL, — Devons, Builders Plymouth Pet Aug 
17 Ord Sept 10 

Waker, Davin, Stockwell, Stonemason High Court Pet 
Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

WAtrens, meee, Ebbw — Mon, Boot Dealer Tredegar 
Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept L 

Witsox, Witiiam, Whitehaven, Cumbrid, Butcher White- 
haven Pet Septi11 Ord Sept 11 

Yours, Simon Menpat, Churwell, nr Leeds, Tailor Leeds 
Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 





All letters intended for publication in the 
** Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 288. Soxtcrrors’ Journat, 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volumes bound 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law cal/, 
5s 6d. 





REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS, amount- 
ing to £153 10s. per annum, secured upon 13 Resi- 
dences, Nos. 82 to 96, Crouch-hill, and Nos. 18 to 22, 
Dickenson-road, with reversion to the rack-rentals of about 
£1,000 per annum.—For Sale by Messrs. Bran, Burverr, & 
ELpripas, 14, Nicholas-lane, E.C. 


EDE AND SOE, 


ROBE Aeteh MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Pare the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
cial Bench, Corporation of London, &e. 





ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 

Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerks, and Clerke of the Peace, 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION.— — 

at 9 a.m, Snuring. the Summer Months. 

Wonderful Additions. Book ge ped Station. 
Trains and 





Costumes, 
music all day. “Rew songs, wal, Special refreshment 
comtt. Popular prices. Every convenience and 


ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION, 

Baker-street Station.—JABEZ SPENCER BAL- 

FOUR. THE LIBERATOR FAILURE. Open a9am. 
parts. Admission, 

children under 12, 64. Extra rooms, 6d, MADAME 

TUSSAUD'S EX BITION. 








(aa 
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